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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 2 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of lime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, Ihe maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to becomu ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even it timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 July 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) E3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) (3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) E3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) £<] The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 02/01/2002 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) CD Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948)- 
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Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) [Zl interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) EH Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, filed 07/29/2005, with respect to claims 1-20 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The 35 U.S.C 103 rejections of claims 1-20 have been 
withdrawn. 

Double Patenting 

2. The provisional double patenting rejection against now abandoned applications: 
10/093921, 10/051264, 10/061997 and 10/093779 has been withdrawn under the assumption that 
these aforementioned applications will not be revived at some later date. Should they be revived, 
a terminal disclaimer must be filed. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 objected to because of the following informalities: "handled" should be 
"handheld" in line 12. Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) because 
reference character "1 60" has been used to designate multiple different ports. A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

5. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 158 in Fig. 1, 200 and 
218 in Fig. 2. A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the Office 
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action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to t he drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Specification 

6. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: acronym "IDS" 
should be defined upon first use on page 3, line 16, immediately after the terms "intelligent 
docking station". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Allowable Su bject Matter 

7. Claims 1-20 are allowable over the prior art except for the art cited in the outstanding 
double patenting rejection. 

The following is the statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art disclosed by the applicant and cited by the Examiner fail to teach or suggest, alone 
or in combination, all the limitations of the independent claim(s) (claim 1, 10 and 12), 
particularly where a device, docking station and handheld computer are separate and different 
entities existent apart, e.g., not integrated together spatially or functionally, and a top-level driver 
in communication with a second OS present on the docking station, where the top-level driver 
translates and transfers data between the handheld computer, which has a first OS, and the 
docking station and a low-level driver translates data between the docking station and the device. 
The second operating system is independent of the first operating system, such that 
communication with the device does not require participation of the first operating system. 
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8. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either comply with 
all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not complied with. See 37 
CFR 1 . 1 1 1(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

The following patents are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
intelligent docking stations and drivers in communication with peripherals: 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,819,1 12 to Kusters discloses a laptop computer (element 8) that is docked 
to a switch (multiplexer, element 30), which can connect to multiple peripheral devices (32n), 
where each device has a respective low level device driver (element 38n) which required for 
communicate and operation with each peripheral device. While Kuster shows that peripheral 
devices connected externally to the laptop via a docking switch require low level drivers, Kuster 
is absent an intelligent docking station, which has a coprocessor and operating system. 

Conclusion 

] 0. This application is in condition for allowance except for the following formal matters: 
the claim, drawings and specifications objections above. 

Prosecution on the merits is closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte 
Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to expire TWO MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this letter. 
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1 1. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alan S. Chen whose telephone number is 571-272-4143. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on (571) 272-4083. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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09/01/2005 
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